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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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10)^ The drawing(s) filed on 04 February 2004 is/are: a)K accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawjng(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

Claim 6 recites the limitation "said stand" in line 1 . There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in the claim. 

Examiner further construes claim 6 to be dependent on claim 5. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Amemiya (U.S. 
Pub. No.: 2002/0077548). 

Regarding claim 1 , Amemiya teaches an integrated computer and display for use in a 
computer assisted surgical or interventional procedures, comprising: 
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A case (box shaped body 200) housing a computer for running a computer assisted surgical 
navigation process (see title); a panel shaped display (image display device 312) having a screen 
on one side; a bracket (planar panel 300) operable to couple said display device to said case 
(par. [0067]), whereby the display is pivotable between a stowed position in which the screen 
faces a side of the case and an open position, in which the screen faces away from the case (fig. 
l;fig.2). 

Regarding claims 2-3, Amemiya teaches a first hinge and second hinge (hinge 400) to 
hingeably couple a first end of said bracket to said case (par. [0067]). 

Regarding claim 4, Amemiya further teaches a keyboard (keyboard 212) hingeably 
coupled to said case. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 5-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Amemiya 
(U.S. Pub. No.: 2002/0077548) in view of Soderberg et al. (U.S. Pub. No.: 2004/0186357). 
Amemiya teaches an integrated computer, a case, a display device, and a bracket as described 
above but does not teach a stand. Soderberg teaches a stand (fig. 3) comprising a base (element 
26), inherently a fi-ont end and a rear end. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to have modified the apparatus as taught by Amemiya to 
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fiirther include a stand apparatus as taught by Soderberg et ai. in order to provide for more 
efficient use during a surgical imaging procedure and to provide for mobility of the computer 
device. Furthermore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to have the rear end of 
the said stand to be narrower than the front end in order to provide for better ergonomics for the 
user. It has been held that the changing of position or the rearrangement of the mentioned parts 
does not affect the general functionality of the device and in such case it would have been 
obvious to rearrange certain parts for aesthetic reasons, in which case would not result in 
patentable subject matter. See MPEP § 2144.04 part VI. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nasir Shahrestani whose telephone number is 571-270-1031. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Thurs: 7:30-5:00, 2nd Friday: 7:30-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Casler can be reached on 571-272-4956. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Nasir Shahrestani 
11/13/2006 
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